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COURT OF APPEALS 
STATE OF UTAH 
BRENDA MAJOR WEBER, 
Personal Representative of 
the Estate of ROBERT W. 
MAJOR, JR. , Deceased, 
Plaintiff/Appellant, 
vs. 
ENGLISH INN CO., INC., a 
Utah corporation, et al. , 
Defendants, 
and 
SNYDERVILLE WEST, 
Defendant/Respondent. 
Case No. 890599-CA 
District Court 
No. 7325 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT/ 
RESPONDENT SNYDERVILLE 
WEST' S MOTION TO DISREGARD 
OR STRIKE REPLY BRIEF OF 
PLAINTIFF/APPELLANT. 
INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiff/Appellant Brenda Major Weber (hereinafter, 
"Plaintiff") has filed her Reply Brief of Appellant dated 
February 23, 1990 in this case. As required by Rule 24(c) of the 
Rules of the Utah Court of Appeals, the Reply Brief is to be 
limited to answering any new matter set forth in the opposing 
Brief, being the Brief of Respondent dated February 24, 1990 as 
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filed by Snyderville West. 
As set forth more fully below, Snyderville West contends 
that the Reply Brief of Appellant should be disregarded or 
stricken in part because the major part of Plaintiff's Reply 
Brief deals with the issue of constructive notice which (a) was 
not raised at the trial level, (b) was not raised in Respondent' s 
Brief, and (c) which is irrelevant. 
Plaintiff's argument of "constructive notice" has not 
previously been raised in this case before the trial court as 
the prior briefs before this court, and therefore Plaintiff is 
not entitled to have its "constructive notice" argument 
considered on appeal. 
Nor was the "constructive notice" argument raised in 
Respondent's Brief and therefore pursuant to Rule 24(c) is not a 
matter which should now be raised. 
The "constructive notice" statute (§78-40.2, U. C. A. ) 
applies only to purchasers subsequent to the recording of a Lis 
Pendens, and Snyderville West purchased the subject real property 
five years prior to the recording of the Lis Pendens. 
I 
BECAUSE PLAINTIFF'S "CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE" ARGUMENT WAS NOT 
RAISED BEFORE THE TRIAL COURT NOR RAISED IN PRIOR BRIEFS 
TO THE COURT OF APPEALS, PLAINTIFF' S ARGUMENT IS NOT 
ENTITLED TO BE CONSIDERED ON APPEAL AND THEREFORE THAT 
PORTION OF PLAINTIFF'S REPLY BRIEF DEALING WITH 
"CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE" SHOULD BE DISREGARDED OR STRICKEN. 
Issues or other matters not raised in the pleadings nor 
otherwise put in issue at the trial court level may not be raised 
for the first time on appeal. Salt Lake County v. Carlston, 776 
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P. 2d 653, 655 (Utah App. 1989); James v. Preston, 746 P. 2d 799, 
801 (Utah App. 1987). 
As stated by the court in the James case, 
A matter is sufficiently raised if it 
has been submitted to the trial court and 
the trial court has had the opportunity 
to make findings of fact or law. 
(Citation omitted). "Theories or issues 
which are not apparent or reasonably 
discernable from the pleadings, 
affidavits and exhibits will not be 
considered. " I&- at 801. 
There must be more than mere mention of or allusion to 
the theory or matter in the record of proceedings before the 
trial court. As stated by the Court of Appeals in the James 
case: 
For an issue to be sufficiently raised, 
even if indirectly, it must at least be 
raised to a level of consciousness such 
that the trial judge can consider it. 
Id. , at 802. 
Snyderville West1 s examination of the record of memoranda 
and arguments presented to the trial court below has failed to 
disclose any reference to the "constructive notice" argument now 
raised by the Plaintiff for the first time in Plaintiff s Reply 
Brief. Further, there was no mention of this issue and argument 
in Plaintiff s Brief of Appellant. Snyderville West did not 
raise or discuss the question of "constructive notice" in its 
Brief of Respondent. Therefore, this new issue is inappropriate 
pursuant to Rule 24(c) R. Utah Ct. App. Section 78-40-2 of Utah 
Code Annotated, upon which Plaiintiff principally relies in her 
Reply Brief, was not cited to or referred to in any previous 
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memoranda or arguments of Plaintiff or of Snyderville West. The 
matter of "constructive notice11 through recordation of the Lis 
Pendens has simply not been an issue in this case. 
It is true that Plaintiff has made several references in 
her Memoranda, both at the trial court level and before this 
court, concerning the existence of the Lis Pendens, for instance 
in the several Statements of Facts as cited by Plaintiff, and on 
page forty-nine of Plaintiff's Brief of Appellant (". . .while 
the Lis Pendens was of record."). But these fleeting and benign 
references to a document incontrovertibly of record in the Summit 
County Recorder' s Office did not constitute by any stretch of the 
imagination the equivalent of raising as an argument or issue the 
matter of "constructive notice" and Section 78-40-2. The matter 
clearly was sufficiently not raised, and therefore should not be 
considered by the Court of Appeals. James v. Preston, Id. at 
801. 
II 
PLAINTIFF'S REPLY BRIEF "CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE" ARGUMENT IS 
ERRONEOUS AND IRRELEVANT TO THIS CASE, AND THEREFORE 
SHOULD BE DISREGARDED OR STRICKEN BY THIS COURT. 
Snyderville West believes that Plaintiff s Reply Brief 
sets forth an erroneous and irrelevant argument concerning 
"constructive notice," which argument under Utah law simply does 
not properly apply to the facts of this case, and that therefore 
Plaintiff s Reply Brief should be disregarded or stricken 
pursuant to Rule 24 (k), R. Utah Ct. App. 
The central thrust of Plaintiff s argument as set forth in 
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her Reply Brief is that Snyderville West had "constructive 
notice" on the basis of §78-40-2, U. C. A, , by reason of recording 
of a Lis Pendens in the Summit County Recorder' s Office on April 
11, 1983 (Reply Brief, at page 3, paragraph 9), and that 
therefore (somehow) Snyderville West is bound by the January 17, 
1986 judgment. See, e.g., Plaintiff's "Conclusion" as set forth 
in her Reply Brief, at 16-18. 
But Plaintiff has apparently misunderstood the 
significance and effect of this statute. Snyderville West was 
not a subsequent purchaser after the Lis Pendens was recorded, 
but in fact purchased its interest by Uniform Real Estate 
Contract (and placed a notice thereof of record) in 1978, five 
years before the Lis Pendens was recorded. 
Because Snyderville West had purchased the property prior 
to the recording of the Lis Pendens, the recording of the Lis 
Pendens had no affect whatsoever, and gave no constructive 
notice whatsoever, to Snyderville West. Had Snyderville West 
purchased its interest by contract subsequent to April 11, 1983, 
then pursuant to Section 78-40-2, Snyderville West would be 
deemed to have constructive notice of the pendency of the action, 
as described in the statute. This is consistent with the purpose 
of the recording statutes and Utah's "Race/Notice" system of 
land title records, which imparts to subsequent purchasers 
knowledge of that which is of record prior to their making their 
purchase. But there is nothing whatsoever in the said statute 
with respect to imparting constructive notice to one who 
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purchased property pursuant to a real estate contract prior to 
the recording of the Lis Pendens, As stated in said statute: 
"from the time of filing such notice for 
record only shall a purchaser or 
encumbrancer of the property affected 
thereby be deemed to have constructive 
notice, . . . H (Emphasis added), 
Plaintiff correctly, but irrelevantly, notes that case law 
under the "doctrine of Lis Pendens" supports the statutory 
concept of constructive notice to persons subsequently taking an 
interest in that property- See e,g, , Blodaett v. Zions First 
National Bank. 752 P.2d, 901 (Utah App. 1988), as referred to 
and quoted in Plaintiff' s Reply Brief, at 7-8, 
But under Utah law Snyderville West purchased its real 
property interest in 1978 when it entered into its Uniform Real 
Estate Contract with the seller and commenced making payments 
under the contract. Plaintiff in her Reply Brief attempts to 
get around the 19 78 contract purchase of the property by 
Snyderville West by contending, in effect, that Snyderville West 
took its interest in the subject seven acres not in 1978, but in 
1983 when it received its Warranty Deed from Joseph Krofcheck, 
the successor to the 1978 contract seller, in fulfillment of the 
terms of the real estate contract. 
Under Utah law, under the doctrine of equitable 
conversion, equitable title and the right of ownership of the 
property passed upon execution of the Uniform Real Estate 
Contract in 1978, and all that the seller thereafter held was a 
personalty interest in the right to receive the contract proceeds 
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according to the terms of the contract, coupled with the 
obligation upon completion of the contract to deliver the deed 
confirming title. For that reason, Plaintiff is incorrect in her 
assertion in the paragraph at the bottom of page thirteen, and 
elsewhere, in Plaintiff's Reply Brief that MSnyderville West had 
only an equitable interest in the seven acres and did not qualify 
as a bona fide purchaser who could cut off any earlier legal or 
equitable interest-M 
The doctrine of equitable conversion as applied to the 
purchase and sale of real property under contract is well 
established in Utah law. For instance, in Lach v. Deseret Bank, 
746 P. 2d 802 (Utah App. 1987), the court stated as follows: 
The doctrine of equitable conversion 
provides that "an enforceable executory 
contract of sale [upon which an action 
for specific performance could be 
brought] has the effect of converting the 
interest of the vendor of real property 
to personalty. " Willson v. State Tax 
Commission, 28 Utah 2d 197, 499 P. 2d 
1298, 1300 (1972) (Quoting Allred v. 
Allred, 15 Utah 2d 396, 393 P. 2d 791, 792 
(1964)). The purchaser acquires the 
equitable interest in the property at 
the moment the contract is created and is 
thereafter treated as the owner of the 
land. Jelco. Inc. v. Third Judicial 
District Court. 29 Utah 2d 472, 511 P.2d 
739, 741 (1973). I£. , at 805. 
As stated by the court: 
When this agreement was executed, Lach 
became the equitable owner of the 
property and the judgment debtors, the 
Dewsnups, held only a personalty interest 
in the property. The Bank' s docketing of 
a judgment against the Dewsnups on 
December 12, 1980 [after the execution of 
the earnest money agreement] did not 
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create a judgment lien against the 
property because the Dewsnups did not 
then have a real property interest to 
which the lien could attach. Under the 
uncontroverted facts, and as a matter of 
law, Lach owns the property free from any 
judgment lien in favor of the Bank . .. 
I£. , at 805-806. 
See also, e.g., Butler v. Wilkinson, 740 P. 2d 1244 (Utah 
1987). 
The Lach case and the principle of equitable conversion 
discussed and applied therein and in numerous other Utah cases 
have direct applicability to the present case. When Snyderville 
West purchased the subject seven acres in 1978, it became the 
equitable owner of the property, and the seller thereafter, 
including his successor Joseph Krofcheck, did not have a real 
property interest which any subsequent filings such as a Lis 
Pendens could attach. The deliverance of the deed from 
Krofcheck to Snyderville West in 1983 merely constituted 
satisfaction of the obligation under the contract to convey legal 
title once the contract was fully paid off, and there was no 
delivery of a real property interest which the Lis Pendens could 
have affected. 
CONCLUSION 
For not one but three separate reasons, any one of which 
is sufficient, Plaintiff' s Reply Brief should be disregarded or 
stricken by this court. 
First, as required by Rule 24(c), R. Utah Ct. App. , reply 
briefs must be limited to answering any new matter set forth in 
- 8 -
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the opposing brief. But in this instance Plaintiff s Reply Brief 
does not address or purport to answer any new matter set forth in 
Snyderville West's Brief of Respondent, but instead is 
principally dedicated to arguing a wholly new issue of 
11
 constructive notice". 
Second, Rule 24 (k), R. Utah Ct. App. , requires that all 
briefs must be free from irrelevant and immaterial matters. But 
Plaintiff' s Reply Brief is concerned principally with Plaintiff s 
new argument concerning "constructive notice, • which is a 
spurious and irrelevant argument, immaterial to the outcome of 
this case, since under the doctrine of equitable conversion 
Snyderville West acquired its real property interest in 1978, 
five years prior to the recording of the Lis Pendens, rather than 
subsequent to the recording of the Lis Pendens, the situation 
with which Section 78-40-2 is solely concerned. Plaintiff s 
reliance on the cited statute and the "doctrine of Lis Pendens" 
is simply not applicable in this case. 
Third, Plaintiffs "constructive notice" argument and 
reliance on Section 78-40-2 was not raised prior, either at the 
trial court level or in the prior briefs or arguments before 
this court. Therefore, Plaintiff s argument is simply not 
entitled to be considered on appeal. For that reason, that 
portion (or all) of Plaintiffs Reply Brief dealing with 
"constructive notice" should be disregarded or stricken. 
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DATED this > day of March, 1990. 
COHNE, RAPPAPORfT & SEGAL, P. C. 
/ /I * / 
Richard 'A. Ra p^ p^o^ fc ' 
William B. Wxftis^  J*-
Attorneys for Defendant 
Snyderville West 
CERTIFICATE op HANn-nP!T.TVBRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was hand-delivered this f^^ day of March, 1990, to 
the following: 
Robert F. Orton 
Virginia Curtis Lee 
MARSEN, ORTON, CAHOON & GOTTFREDSON 
68 South Main Street 
Fifth Floor 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
f: \cp\snydervi.mem 
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WINKLER; and JOHN DOES 2 5 ) 
through 50, Inclusive, ) 
Defendants, ) 
and ) 
SNYDERVILLE WEST, ) 
Defendant/Respondent. ) 
IBRIEF OF APPELLANT" 
DETERMINATIVE STATUTES 
Section 78-40-2, Utah Code Ann. (1953) is believed to 
be ultimately and finally determinative of this action. That 
statute is set forth in full in the text of the Argument in this 
Reply Brief. 
RECAPITULATION OF UNDISPUTED RELEVANT FACTS 
1. On July 13, 1978, Investor Associates, by and 
through Robert W. Major, Jr. ("Major"), agreed by Uniform Real 
Estate Contract (the "ContractM • to sell one eight (8) acre 
parcel and one seven (7) acre parcel to Snyderville West. (Brief 
of Appellant, Fact No. 3; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 1) 
2. The purchase price of the 7-acre parcel was 
$120,000, of which $20,000 was paid on execution of the Contract. 
The balance was to be paid in semi-annual installments of $12,638 
until July l, 1383 when the entire remaining balance of principal 
and interest was to become due and payable. (Brief of Appellant, 
Fact No. 3; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 2, Addendum "A" hereto) 
3. Major died March 20, 1980. (Brief of Appellant, 
Fact No. 10; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 7) 
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4. On about April 20r 1980r Joseph L. Krofchek 
("Krofchek") induced Zella J. Slagel, Major's mother and a member 
of Investor Associates, without authority to execute an Agency 
Agreement appointing Krofchek General Agent of Investor 
Associates. (Brief of Appellant, Pact No. 11) 
5. On about June 6, 1980, Krofchek, without 
authorization, purportedly transferred to himself by Quit Claim 
Deed all right, title and interest in property belonging to 
Investor Associates. (Brief of Appellant, Fact No. 12) 
6. On July 7, 1980, the April 20, 1980 Agency 
Agreement and the June 6, 1980 Quit Claim Deed were recorded in 
the office of the Summit County Recorder. (Brief of Appellant, 
Pact No. 13) 
7. Gaddis identified a letter to him dated June 17, 
1980, from a law firm notifying him of Major's death. (Brief of 
Appellant, Fact No. 14) 
8. On April 6, 1983, the Personal Representative 
commenced this quiet title action against fifty (50) John Doe 
defendants and seventy (70) other named defendants to quiet title 
to eleven (11) parcels of land, including the subject seven (7) 
acres. The Personal Representative sought, inter alia 
cancellation of the June 6, 1980 Quit Claim Deed from Investor 
Associates to Krofchek. (Brief of Appellant, Fact No. 17; Brief 
of Respondent, Fact No. 15) 
2J 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
9. On April 11, 1983
 f the Personal Representative 
caused a Lis Pendens regarding the quiet title action to be 
recorded in the Summit County Recorder's office. (Brief of 
Appellant, Fact No. 18 - Addendum "B") 
10. On May 11, 1983, Gaddis was personally served with 
Summons and Complaint. (Brief of Appellant, Pact No. 26; Brief 
of Respondent, Facts No. 15 and 17) 
11. On June 21, 1983, attorney Don Strong ("Strong") 
filed an answer on behalf of Gaddis and others. (Brief of 
Appellant, Fact No. 28; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 26) 
12. Gaddis has been the managing partner and "acting 
manager" of Snyderville West, a Utah general partnership, since 
he organized it July 3, 1978 for the sole purpose of buying the 
15 acres at Park West. Gaddis retains his original ten percent 
(10*) interest in Snyderville West. Gaddis has operated 
Snyderville West inconspicuously through his business office at 
1253 East 2100 South in Salt Lake City. (Brief of Appellant, 
Facts No. 5, 6, 7 and 8; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 13) 
13. On July 20, 1983, two months after the Lis Pendens 
was recorded, Snyderville West made the final payment cf 
$32,210.10 under the Contract. (Brief of Appellant, Fact No. 16; 
Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 10) 
14. On October 26, 1983, more than six months after 
the Lis Pendens was recorded and more than five months after 
Gaddis was served. Krofchek. not Investor Associates, conveyed 
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the seven (7) acres by warranty deed to Snyderville West. 
Shortly thereafter, Title Insurance Agency issued Snyderville 
West a policy of title insurance signed by Howell. The Lis 
Pendens was still of record. (Brief of Appellant, Pact No. 29-
Addendum nC" hereto) 
15. Gaddis1 attorney, Strong, personally participated 
in lengthy settlement discussions among the Personal 
Representative and twenty-six of the developer defendants. 
(Brief of Appellant, Fact No. 39; Brief of Respondent, Fact No. 
27) 
16. On October 2, 1985, Gaddis, through Strong, 
entered into a complex Stipulation for Settlement which vested 
the seven acres in the Personal Representative. Paragraph 18 of 
the Stipulation for Settlement provides: 
18. The parties agree to the entry of 
an Order adjudging and decreeing that 
Snyderville Land Company is the Owner in fee 
simple and entitled to possession of all of 
the real property situated in Summit County, 
State of Utah, and more particularly 
described in Exhibits "P" and "Q" which are 
attached hereto and by this reference made a 
part hereof and that Plaintiff is the owner 
in fee simple and entitled to possession of 
all of the real property situated in Summit 
County, State of Utah, and more particularly 
described in Exhibit "R" which is attached 
hereto and by this reference made a part 
hereof; and further adjudging and decreeing 
that the claims of all other parties to this 
action to any right, title and interest in 
and to said real properties, and any part 
thereof, are without any right whatever and 
that said parties have no right to or 
interest in said real properties, or any part 
thereof. 
4 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Exhibit "R" incorporates "A" and "B" by reference. The seven 
acres appears as Parcel No. 6 on page 2 of Exhibit "A". (Brief 
of Appellant, Facts No. 40 and 42 - Addendum "D" hereto) 
17. On January 17, 1986, Judgment was entered quieting 
title to the seven acres in the Personal Representative. Gaddis* 
attorney approved the Judgment. The Personal Representative 
received none of the proceeds from the "Gaddis sale," the sale of 
the seven acres. (Brief of Appellant, Fact No. 43 - Addendum 
»E") 
(NOTE: Addendum "D" to the Brief of Appellant was 
assembled backward and is reproduced for the Court's convenience 
as Addendum ,fF" hereto.) 
SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 
When the Lis Pendens was recorded April 11, 1983 and 
when Gaddis was served with process May 11, 1983, Snyderville 
West gained both constructive and actual notice and knowledge of 
this pending litigation affecting Snyderville West's mere 
equitable interest in the seven acres. Nevertheless, Snyderville 
West continued to deal with Krofchek at its own peril concerning 
property within the power and control of the trial court. 
Snyderville West had actual and constructive knowledge 
that the Personal Representative sought to have the June 6, 1980 
Quit Claim Deed from Investor Associates to Krofchek cancelled. 
Desoite this knowiedae, Snvderville West took Krofchek's October 
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26, 1983, Warranty Deed and wrongfully claims good title as the 
result. 
In the Stipulation for Settlement, Gaddis and others 
determined Krofchek had no interest in the seven acres. The 
January 17, 1986 Judgment which Gaddis approved confirmed that 
determination and quieted title to the seven acres in the 
Personal Representative. That Judgment binds Snyderville West as 
a grantee which took Krofchek's interest in the seven acres with 
actual and constructive knowledge that Krofchek's interest 
therein was subject to whatever disposition the trial court might 
make of it. Snyderville West is bound by the results set forth 
in the Judgment. 
ARGUMENT 
POINT I 
SNYDERVILLE WEST WAS BOUND BY THE 
STIPULATION FOR SETTLEMENT AND THE 
JANUARY 17, 1986 JUDGMENT ENTERED. 
In Point V of its Brief of Respondent, Snyderville West 
correctly asserts that the Personal Representative made certain 
claims in her arguments before the lower court. The Personal 
Representative claimed that because Gaddis was represented by 
attorney Strong, and because Gaddis claimed an interest in the 
seven acres only through Snyderville West, that Snyderville West 
had actual notice of the results of the action and is bound by 
those results. 
6 
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Snyderville West asserts on page 32 of its Brief of 
Respondent that actual notice of the results of the action is not 
sufficient to bind Snyderville West to the outcome. That 
assertion fails. Snyderville West had actual and constructive 
notice of the action and is bound by the results. 
A. The Doctrine of Lis Pendens in Utah 
Section 78-40-2, Utah Code Ann. (1953) provides: 
78-40-2. Lis pendens. 
In any action affecting the title to, or 
the right of possession of, real property the 
plaintiff at the time of filing the complaint 
or thereafter, and the defendant at the time 
of filing his answer when affirmative relief 
is claimed in such answer, or at any time 
afterward, may file for record with the 
recorder of the county in which the property 
or some part thereof is situated a notice of 
the pendency of the action, containing the 
names of the parties, the object of the 
action or defense, and a description of the 
property in that county affected thereby. 
From the time of filing such notice for 
record only shall a purchaser or encumbrancer 
of the property affected thereby be deemed to 
have constructive notice of the pendency of 
the action, and oniy of its pendency against 
parties designed by their real names. 
In Blodgett v. Zions First National Bank, 752 P.2d 901 
(Utah App. 1988), Judge Billings discussed the doctrine of lis 
pendens. 
Under the doctrine of lis pendens, the 
filing of a lis pendens serves as 
constructive notice to all persons that the 
rights and interests in the subject property 
are in dispute. Anyone taking an interest in 
that property does so at his or her own 
peril. See Hidden Meadows Dev. Co. v. Mills, 
590 P.2d 1244, 1248 Utah 1979); 3aqnall v. Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Suburbia Land Co., 579 P.2d 914, 916 (Utah 
1978). Persons who acquire interests in 
property that is subject to a lis pendens are 
bound by the resul ts of the pending 
litigation. Tuft v. Federal Leasing, 657 
P.2d 13 00 , 1303 (Utah 1982) ; see Hidden 
Meadows, 590 P.2d at 1248; Baqnall, 579 P.2d 
at 916; Harvey v. Sanders, 534 P.2d 905, 907 
(Utah 1975). 
752 P.2d at 906. (Emphasis in original.) 
In Blodqett, this Court affirmed the trial court's 
Order of Judgment of Quiet Title and held that the filing of a 
lis pendens defeated the rights of judgment assignee, where the 
result of the litigation was that the party against whom the 
liens were asserted quit claimed any interest she had in the 
property. 
In Hidden Meadows Development Company v. Mills, 590 
P.2d 1244 (Utah 1979), an action for specific performance, the 
Utah Supreme Court explained the consequences that befall a 
grantee who takes property with knowledge the property is the 
subject of on-going litigation. 
The sole purpose of recording a lis 
pendens is to give constructive notice of the 
pendency of proceedings which may be 
derogatory to an owner's title or right to 
possession. One who takes with full 
knowledge that the property taken is the 
subject of on-going litigation acquires oniy 
the grantor's interest therein, subject to 
whatever disposition the court might make of 
it. 
590 P.2d at 1248. (Footnotes omitted.) Justice Kail held that 
the lis pendens continued to be effective pending appeal and 
convevances made before the matter was reversed and remanded were 
Q 
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null and void. That court affirmed the trial court's 
determination that the lis pendens imparted constructive notice 
to the grantees. That court also affirmed the trial court's 
conclusion that the grantees had actual notice of the appeal and 
hence were charged with knowledge that the judgment upon which 
the conveyances to them were based was subject to reversal. The 
grantees' actual notice was reflected by the fact that one of the 
individual defendants was intertwined with the business entity 
grantees variously as either president, principal or husband of a 
partner. 
Likewise, in Tuft v. Federal Leasing, 657 P.2d 1300 
(Utah 1982), a quiet title action, the Utah Supreme Court 
determined that grantees who had both actual and constructive 
notice of pending litigation regarding which a lis pendens had 
been recorded were bound by the results of that suit. Chief 
Justice Kail reiterated the rationale that is the basis for the 
doctrine of lis pendens. 
. . . This Court recently stated: 
The doctrine of lis pendens 
preserves the status quo by keeping 
the subject of the lawsuit within 
the power and control of the court 
until judgment or decree shall be 
entered. The recording of a lis 
pendens serves as a warning to all 
persons that any rights or 
interests they may acquire in the 
interim are subject to rhe judgment 
or decree. [Bagna^i v. Suburbia 
Land Co . , 579 P.2d 914 .1978)] 
;Emphasis added.] 
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In an earlier case, this Court explained: 
The mischief that would follow 
if the parties to an action under 
such circumstances could alienate 
away property which is before the 
court for determination is obvious. 
fGlvnn v. Dubin, 13 Utah 2d 163, 
369 P.2d 930 (1962)] 
Accordingly, we have recognized the doctrine 
of lis pendens in a number of recent cases. 
[Bastian v. Cedar Hills Investment & Land 
Co. , Utah, 632 P.2d 818 (1981); Boyce v. 
Boyce, Utah, 609 P.2d 928 (1980); Hidden 
Meadows Development Co. v. Mills, supraf n. 
1; Bagnall v. Suburbia Land Co., supra, n. 2; 
Hansen v. Kohler, Utah, 550 P.2d 186 (1976); 
Harvey v. Sanders, Utah, 534 P.2d 905 
(1975).] 
657 P.2d at 1302. 
As in Hidden Meadows, supra, the grantees' actual 
notice in Tuft was reflected by the fact that two of the 
individual defendants were intertwined with the corporate 
grantees as officers and stockholders. Chief Justice Hall 
concluded: 
. . . In light of the active involvement of 
the Butchers as stockholders and officers in 
both corporations, the Butchers1 knowledge 
concerning the foreclosure suit may fairly be 
imputed to the corporations themselves. This 
actual knowledge concerning the pendency of 
litigation involving the property acquired by 
Bayshore Inn and Federal Leasing subjects 
them to the results of that litigation in the 
same way that the constructive knowledge 
imparted by the lis pendens does. 
Because Bayshore Inn and Federal Leasing 
had both actual and constructive notice of 
the pendency of the foreclosure suit at the 
time they acquired their successive interests 
in the property, they are bound by the 
10 
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results of that suit. The trial court 
properly quieted title in plaintiff on that 
basis. 
Ibid., p. 1303. (Footnotes omitted.) 
A grantee whose interest in real property is cut off by 
reason of actual and constructive notice of litigation affecting 
title to that property need not be a party to that litigation. 
In Glynn v. Dubin, 369 P.2d 930 (Utah 1962), a partition action, 
the grantee was counsel for the husband in a prior separate 
maintenance action. In that separate maintenance action, the 
wife had recorded a lis pendens identifying the subject property. 
Just hours thereafter, the husband had conveyed the property to 
his counsel in payment of legal fees. After the separate 
maintenance action was concluded, the attorney sued the wife for 
partition and to quiet title. The Utah Supreme Court opined: 
It is our opinion that this property being 
within the jurisdiction of the court, having 
been thus committed to it for the purpose of 
adjudication, Dr. Dubin could not make any 
conveyance thereof except subject to 
adjudication by the court. 
369 P.2d at 931. That court concluded: 
Inasmuch as the only interest in the 
property he could take by the deed from Dr. 
Dubin was whatever interest the latter 
finally had adjudicated to him, and that 
turned out to be nothing, the trial court 
correctly dismissed his complaint and awarded 
judgment quieting title in said property to 
the defendant. 
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In summary, the doctrine of lis pendens in Utah binds 
those parties and non-parties with actual and constructive notice 
of pending litigation affecting title to, or the right to 
possession of, real property to the results of that litigation. 
A grantee with such actual and constructive notice acquires only 
the grantor's interest therein, subject to whatever disposition 
the court might make of it. The mischief that would follow if a 
party to such an action could alienate away property which is 
before the court for determination is obvious in this case. 
Actual and Constructive Notice in this Case 
Snyderville West had actual and constructive notice of 
this litigation affecting title to the seven acres before it took 
Krofchek's October 26, 1983 Warranty Deed. Snyderville West is 
thereby bound to the results of this litigation set forth in the 
Stipulation for Settlement and in the January 17, 1986 Judgment. 
Gaddis was personally served with summons and complaint 
on May 11, 1983. Gaddis was Snyderville West's managing partner 
and "acting manager" at the time. Gaddis1 only interest in the 
seven acres derived solely from his ten percent (10%) interest in 
Snyderville West. Gaddis was intertwined with Snyderville West 
in such a manner that his actual knowledge of the pending 
litigation may fairly be imputed to the general partnership. 
On June 21, 1983 Gaddis answered the complaint through 
his attorney, Don Strong. In late 1985, Gaddis, through Strong, 
participated in lengthy settlement negotiations. Those 
12 
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negotiations culminated in Gaddis1 approval, again through 
Strong, of the complex October 2, 1985 Stipulation for 
Settlement. On January 17, 1986, Gaddis similarly approved the 
Judgment which the trial court entered. The Judgment quieted 
title to the seven acres in the Personal Representative. In the 
face of these undisputed facts, Gaddis' claim that it was not 
until October 22, 1987 that Snyderville West learned it no longer 
had any interest in the seven acres is disingenuous to say the 
least. 
As in Hidden Meadows and Tuft, supra, Snyderville West 
had actual notice through its principal Gaddis of the quiet title 
action. Gaddis1 knowledge concerning the suit, as well as his 
approval of the results, may fairly be imputed to Snyderville 
West. This actual knowledge concerning the pendency of 
litigation involving the seven acres subjects Snyderville West to 
the results of that litigation in the same way that the 
constructive knowledge imparted by the April 11, 1983 Lis Pendens 
does. 
Snyderville West had only an executory contract 
interest in the seven acres when Gaddis was personally served May 
11, 1983. Snyderville West still owed about twenty-seven percent 
(27*) of the purchase price, or $32,000. Consequently, at the 
time it received actual notice of the pending litigation through 
Gaddis, Snyderville West had only an equitable interest in the 
seven acres and did not qualify as a bona fide purchaser who 
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could cut off any earlier legal or equitable interest. Gregerson 
v. Jensen, 669 P.2d 396 (Utah 1983). 
In the April 6, 1983 complaint with which Gaddis was 
served, the Personal Representative sought, inter alia, 
cancellation of the June 6, 1980 Quit Claim Deed from Investor 
Associates to Krofchek. Thus, through service of the complaint 
on Gaddis, Snyderville West had actual notice that any interest 
Krofchek might claim in the seven acres was suspect. 
Nevertheless, on July 20, 1983, Snyderville West made 
the final payment of $32,210.10 under the Contract. On October 
26, 1983, Krofchek, not Investor Associates with whom Snyderville 
West had contracted, conveyed the seven acres to Snyderville 
West. Shortly thereafter, Title Insurance Agency issued 
Snyderville West a policy of title insurance signed by Howell. 
The Stipulation for Settlement and the Judgment which 
eventually resolved all questions of title both clearly provide 
that title to the seven acres be quieted in the Personal 
Representative. The Judgment provides that "(t)he claims of all 
of the Defendants (including Krofchek) . . . and all claiming by, 
through or under them . . . are without any right whatever and 
said parties (including Krofchek) have no right to or interest in 
said real properties, and any part thereof." (Judgment, 1 3-
Addendum "E" hereto) 
One of the results of the quiet title litigation was 
that Krofchek was determined to have no right to or interest in 
1 A 
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the seven acres. Snyderville West acquired Krofchek1s interest: 
nothing. 
Snyderville West may have a claim for loss arising 
under its title insurance policy or against Krofchek, but it has 
no claim to any right, title or interest in the seven acres 
quieted in the Personal Representative. The trial court erred in 
determining the January 16, 1986 Judgment void as to Snyderville 
West. 
Constructive Notice 
The Lis Pendens pertaining to this action was recorded 
April 11, 1983. In accordance with Section 78-40-2, Utah Code 
Ann. (1953), from the time of filing Snyderville West is deemed 
to have had constructive notice of the pendency of the action 
affecting the seven acres. 
The seven acres appeared as Parcel No. 6 in the Lis 
Pendens as in the complaint. Krofchek is designated as J. L. 
Krofchek a/k/a Joseph L. Krofchek. The October 26, 1983 Warranty 
Deed to Snyderville West was executed by Joseph L. Krofchek. 
The seven acres were within the power and control of 
the trial court until the January 17, 1986 Judgment was entered. 
Hence, Snyderville West took Krofchek's "interest" in the 
property at its own peril, subject to whatever disposition the 
trial court might make of it. Snyderville West is bound by the 
disposition the trial court made of the seven acres to the 
Personal Representative. 
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When it made its final payment of $32,210.10 to Title 
Insurance Agency on July 20, 1983, Snyderville West had actual 
and constructive knowledge that its equitable interest was 
subject to the outcome of the pending litigation. When it took 
Krofchekfs Warranty Deed to the seven acres, Snyderville West had 
actual and constructive knowledge that the Personal 
Representative sought to have the June 6, 1980 Quit Claim Deed 
from Investor Associates to Krofchek cancelled. Nevertheless, 
Snyderville West proceeded at its own peril to join Krofchek in 
alienating away property which was before the trial court for 
disposition. 
Snyderville West's argument that it was never served is 
nothing but elaborate diversionary obfuscation. Through it 
Snyderville West attempts to profit from the mischief it 
participated in creating by alienating away the subject seven 
acres that were before the trial court for determination. That 
attempt must fail. 
CONCLUSION 
At the time this quiet title action was commenced, 
Snyderville West had only an equitable contract interest in the 
seven acres. Through service of the summons and complaint on its 
principal, Gaddis, and through recording of the Lis Pendens, 
Snyderville West had actual and constructive knowledge of the 
pending litigation affecting title to the seven acres. 
Snyderville West also had actual and constructive knowledge that 
1 a 
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the Personal Representative sought to have the June 6, 1980 Quit 
Claim Deed from Investor Associates to Krofchek cancelled. 
Snyderville West had actual and constructive knowledge 
that Krofchek's interest in the seven acres was suspect. 
Nevertheless, Snyderville West continued to deal with Krofchek at 
its own peril concerning property within the power and control of 
the trial court. 
Inasmuch as the only interest in the seven acres 
Snyderville West could take by the deed from Krofchek was 
whatever interest the latter finally had adjudicated to him, and 
that turned out to be nothing, the trial court erred in setting 
aside the January 17, 1986 Judgment as void with respect to 
Snyderville West. If Snyderville West had had a legal rather 
than equitable interest in the seven acres when this action was 
commenced, the issue of whether Snyderville West was duly served 
with process would be relevant. However, where the Contract 
remained executory, Snyderville West had only an equitable 
interest in the property and the issues of actual and 
constructive notice and knowledge are determinative. It cannot 
be disputed that these issues must be resolved in favor of the 
Personal Representatives and against Snyderville West. 
This Court should reverse the trial court's 
interlocutory Order entered November 15, 1988, setting aside the 
August 29, 1985, default judgment and the January 17, 1986 final 
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Judgment as to Snyderville West. The Court should vacate the 
July 5, 1989 Order dismissing the action as to Snyderville West. 
DATED this 23rd day of February, 1990. 
ROBERT (Jf. 0RT0N 
VIRGINIA C. LEE 
MARSDEN, 0RT0N, CAHOON & GOTTFREDSON 
Attorneys for Appellant 
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ADDENDUM 
A. July 13, 1978 Uniform Real Estate Contract 
B. April 11, 1983 Lis Pendens 
C. October 26, 1983 Warranty Deed from Krofchek to Snyderville 
West 
D. October 2, 1985 Stipulation for Settlement - Relevant 
sections and Exhibits 
E. January 17, 1986 Judgment - Relevant sections and Exhibits 
F. Addendum "DM to Brief of Appellant reproduced in correct 
order 
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THIS IS A L£-3>LLr Sir.: s } C C N T » A C T . !P NOT UNDERSTOOD SEEK COMPETENT AOVICL' 
UNIFORM REAL ESTATE CONTRACT 
L THIS AGREEMENT, made in duplicate this. 
br >m t^ .«n INVESTOR jsgrcrirss 
f7 
. day of. ,T»ly , A. D., X3-
haninaitcr designated ai the Seller, and g'rvrFwrTTTy '•TTPj a p a n r t w w M ^ Mam»« f!arlH-t«- at a l ) 
a,—.-.*.., ^ i T • . . >•.. a / n?? East 2700 South. SLC. Utah 8tl06 R87-1236] 
2. WITNESSETH: That the Seller, for the consideration herein mentioned agrees to sell and convey to the buyer, 
and the buyer for tne consideration herein mentioned agrees to purchase the following* described real property, situate in 
"ucnrlt siato «r UL.h. to.wit. unlgrraved land tht county of . State of tah, to- it: 
_ . , A O O M f S l 
Mow particularly described as follows: p u r s u a n t tO l e g a l d e s c r i p t i o n a t t a c h e d H e r e t o , tO W i t : 
•Jri EASST'SIT FOR EIGFESS ' ' ZSHSSS ti l/TILITIES \ ! 
INCITED in the foregoing grant, is an easexent fcr irjrress, 
for ! 
s trie 
, cash 
Ccaaencj 
shall b< 
resainir 
ecress and underground utilities, to be used in cenron with other 
landowners in the said 7icinity, described as follows: 
EEGINNING at a point which is located on the southerly 
boundary line of Park City West Plat No. 1, equidistant 
between the westerly and easterly lines of ,rBrook Ave." 
depicted en the official plat of said subdivision; 
THENCE, thirty fee? (30 ft.) each side of a centerline 
which proceeds South from said point of beginning, for 
a distance of 391.CO feet, more or less, to the south 
line of the real property parcel described in the said 
foregoing grant herein; cenprising a roadway 60.00 feet 
in width~fcr said curscses first above mentioned. y 
m^ 
thereof, 
lllowi: 
Interest 
t ire 
Part of the Southwest quarter of Sec: 
qu^.ter Section 6, Township 2 South, 
Township 2 South, Range 3 East of th« 
at ';he Southwest corner of Section V. 
Summit County, Utah, and running the: 
feet; tuence South 138.00 feet; then: 
the Southerly boundary of Seller's 1c 
West 2°9.5 feet; thence N'crth 27*23' 
thence North 0*30' East S2.4 feet to 
£\IP~ 
\izzi 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, part of the Northwest 
?»ar.se 4 East and a part of Northeast quarter of Section 1, 
: Salt Lake Base and Meridian described as follows: 3eginning 
. Tcwnship 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian 
ce N'orth along Section line 502.3 feet; thence East 850.00 
2 Vest 482.30 feet; thence South 0*17'58" East 474.93 feet to 
r.d; thence South 57°30' West 32.8 feet; thence South 31°40' 
**es- 100.6 feet to the West line of above mentioned Section 6: 
rcir.t of beginning. 
DEPOSITION 
EXHIBIT 
Umtk UU^MM WWitUM* «->•*• ll«t«W»M«Cl. M K U » » M4V imsm w& U M M» t A k n u . 
(- — ^ } per annum and payaoie in rezuiar monthly installments; provided that the aerre^ate monthly installment payments required to be made by Seller on said loans shall not be greater than each installment payment required to o« 
made by :.*.e Buyer unaer this contract. When the principal due hereunder has been reduced to the amount of any such 
loans ana mort.ra.res the Seller agrees to convey ana the Buyer agTees to accept title to the above described property 
subject to said loans ana mortgages. 
9. If the Buyer aesires to exercise his rizht through accelerated payments under this agreement to pay off any o'oli-
Rations outstanding* at date of this asrreenenc against said property, it shall be the Buyers ooii<ation to assume and 
pay any penalty wnich may be requires on prepayment 0/ said prior obligations. Prepayment penalties in respect 
to obligations against saia property incurred oy seller, after date 0/ this agreement, snaii be paid by seller uniess 
said obligations are asaumea or approver by buyer. 
10. The Buyer agrees upon written request of the Seller to make application to a reliable lender for a loan 0? su:h 
amount as can be securea under the regulations o£ said lender and hereoy agTees to apply any amount so received upon 
the purcnase price aoove mentioned, ana to execute the papers required and pay one-haif the expenses necessary in 00. 
tainin? saia ioan. the Seiier a^reeinc to ?*/ the otner one-half, provided however, that the monthly payments and 
interest rate required, shall not exceed tne montnly payments and interest rate as outlined above. 
11. The Buyer agrees to pay ail taxes and assessments of every kind and nature which are or which may be assessed 
and which may become aue on these premises dunnr the life oi this agreement. The Seiier hereby covenants and agrees 
that there are no assessments against saia premises except the followins;: 
none 
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here 
here 
and 
the 
Mor 
0 
x 
1^ 
3. Said Buyer hereby agrees to enter ir.to possession and pay for sa:d described premises the sum of t o t a l ' "* ? 3 
for 15 =cres, under r r i c r June l c , 1978, rre-rcrar.dur. aireerrent = 2&1££ /1 2^ QTQCG.Cn > 
payable at the office of Seller, his ftssigr j or orcer , $120.CCO.CC 2-lSr, h a v i n g r e l e a s e d 8 a c r e s t r . s r s c f , 
strictly w-uhin the following times, t o -wr : CT. J i l l y . 1 3 , ' 7 ° , ^ — - - Q " ^nc?^ •»-- q-rm nf ( j ?Q , n P n , nr> ^ 
, cash, tiie receipt of which ia hereby acknowledged, and the balance of * ^ ^ ^ n p . n n
 a h s i j ^ p a i d M /oiiows: 
f<jU~ ^ 
Ccncnencin* July 1, 1979, payments equal to $12,638.00 each, including principal and interest 
shall be paid semi-annually (January 1st and July 1st) until July 1, 1983 when the entire ** 
remaining balance of principal and interest shall becc_e due and payable. ,+j 
9 r'osseaaion of said premises shall be deifvered"to" buyer"'gavvje ~ " "-'"••a day ol 
4. Said monthiy payment* ire to be acpiied first to the parr:*-: of interest and second to the reduction of the 
princ:pai. Interest shail be charged from "•^ ,-6 r.e !""?•?' on ail unpaid portions of tr.e 
purchase price at the rate of V' Tr" per cent i ? ~c ) >?r annum. The Buyer, at his oo::on at anyrtme. 
may pa- amounts in excess oi the monthiy payments upon the unraic uj.-.ce suoject to the limitations of any mcr.rare 
or contract by the Buyer herein assumed, sue.-, excess to oe armed either to unpaia pr:r.c:pai or in prepayment ox" future 
instai.ner.ts at the ejection of tr.e ouyer, which election must te mace i : the time the excess payment :s made. 
c. I: is understood and aereea that if the Seller accepts payment : r : = tr.e Buyer on this contract iess than accoroin:: 
to the terms herein mentioned, then by 30 ucir.g, it wiil in no *ay a.ter the terms of the contract as :o the forfeiture 
hereinafter stipulated, or as to any other remedies of the seiier. 
A r» is understood that there presently exists an obligation agarttst iaid property in favor oC . 
^Cne , with an unpaid baiance of 
J H » a, of . 
7. Seiier represents that there are no unpaid noecial imrrcveme-.t oLsrrict taxes covering improvements to said orem-
ises HOT in the process of being installed, or wn-cn nave been completer ar.u not paid for. outstanding ajrair.st said prop-
erty, except the following .*~ne _
 | _ ^ 
5. The Seller is given the ootion to secure, execute and maintain lcar_s secured by said property of not to exceed the 
then unpaid contract balance hereunder, bearir.r interest at the rate oi hot to exceed , percent 
( - ~r \ per annum and tnvaoie in regu.ar monthly instalments: rr-ov-ded that the arrregate monthly installment 
payme-.t-s required to oe made ay teller on -.i: : cans snail ret re rreater :r.zn encn installment payment required *J :e 
mace oy the Buyer un«n»r this contract. Wh-'.n the prmcicai ;ue hereuncer .".as been reduced :o the amount of my v:cn 
loans ar.o mortgages the Seiier arrets to conv»y and the Buyer agrees to accept title to the above aescnoed proper".*/ 
suoject to said ioans and mortrraires. 
?. If the Buyer cesires to exerc.se his r.rr.t :hrough accelerated osyrriehts under this aereement to pav off any 00::-
gatichs outstanding at cate of this aereement against said property, :t ihaii be the Buyers obligation to assume ar.u 
pay a.-.y penalty wmen may oe required on rrepayment :: said pr.or cciigations. rreoayment pena:t:es in rescec: 
to oo;:rat:ons against 3aid property incurred oy 3eiler, after oate of this agreement, snail be paia oy ieiier ur.-ess 
saia oc::gations are assumed or approved by buyer. 
I?. The Buyer agrees upon written reouest of the Seiier to make aootication to a reliable lender for a loan of :u:h 
amount is can be secured under tr.e regulations •>( 3aid ler.oer mc zenc? agrees to appiy any amount 10 receive jocn 
the ruror.ase price acove menticne-i. and to exe-:u:e the pnp*rs reuuirrd *ru oay one-hai: the expenses r*.ece*nary -. -0-
taining said loan, the Seiier agreeing to pay the other one-oa.f. proriced however, that the •montrjy payments and 
interest rate required, snail not exceed the mrr.tniy payments ar.d :ct«r*e-3t rate as outlined above. 
I I . The Buyer aeries to pay ail taxes ar.o assessments of every cuoa and nature wmch are or which may b« assessed 
and wrier, may Decome due on these premises tur.ng the life of this arr**-ement. The Seiier hereby corenants ana agrees 
that tPer? are no assessments a rams t said premises excent the following: Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
12. The Buyer agrees to pay the gcnerai taxes after . date herer?^ 
13. The Buyer further agre-s to keep a*, insurable buildings and improvements on said premises insured in a com-
pany acceptable to the Seller in the amount of not less than the unpaid balance on this contrary cr 1^ 
and to assign said insurance to the Seller as .v.s interests may appear and to deliver the insurar.ee policy "to mm.* 
14. In the event the Buyer shall default in the payment of any special or general taxes, a<.<«*5mer.ts or insurance 
premiums as herein provided, tne Seller may. a: his option, pay said taxes, assessments and inszrarce premiums or either 
of them, and if Seller elects so to do, then :ne Buyer agrees to repay the Seller upon demand. all such sums so advanced 
and paid by him, together with interest thereon from date of payment of said sums at the rate of *» of one percent per 
month until paid. 
15. Buyer agrees that he wiil not commit or suffer to be committed any waste, spoil, or destruction in or upon 
said premises, and that he wiii maintain sa:a premises in good condition. 
16. In the event of a failure to comply with the terms hereof by the Buyer, or upon failure of the Buyer to make 
ru-P . days thereafter, the 
B. 
any payment or payments when the same shall become due, or within 
Seller, at his option shall have the following alternative remedies: 
A. Seller shall have the nght. upon failure of the Buyer to remedy the default within five cirs after written notice, 
to be released from ail obligations :r. law and in equity to convey said property, and all pay-menu which have 
been made theretofore on tnis contract by the Buyer, shall be forfeited to the Seller aj liquidated damages for 
the non-performance of :ne contract, and the Buyer aprees that the Seller may at his ort:on re-enter and take 
possession of said premises without ieeal processes as in its first and former estate, toretaer with all improve-
ments and additions maae by the Buyer thereon, and the said additions and improvemi^ts shali remain with 
the land become the property of the Seller, the Buyer becominp at once a tenant at s-Ji of the Seller; or 
The Seller may bring suit and recover judpment for all delinquent installments, including costs and attorneys 
fees. (The use of this remedy on one or more occasions shall not prevent the Seller, at z^i option, from nssorung 
to one of the other remedies hereuncer in the event of a subsequent default): or 
The Seller shall have the ripht, at his option, and upon written notice to the Buyer, to declare the entire unpaid 
balance hereunder at once due ana payable, and may elect to treat this contract as a note tad mortgage, and pass 
title to the Buyer subject thereto, anc proceed immediately to foreclose the same in accordance with the laws of 
the State of Utah, anc have the property sold and the proceeds applied to the payment of the balance owing, 
including costs and attorney's fees: and the Seller may have a judgment for any deficiency which may remain. 
In the case of foreclosure, the Seller Hereunder, upon the filing of a complaint, shall b* immediately entitled to 
the appointment of a receiver to take possession of said mortgaged property and coiiect the rents, issues and 
profits therefrom ar.a aopiy the ?arr.e to the payment of the obligation hereunder, or roid the same pursuant 
to order of the court: ar.c the Seiier. uDon entry of judgment of foreclosure, shall be entitled to the possession 
of the said premises curing tne penoc of redemption. 
It is agreed that time is the essence of this agreement. 
In the event there are any liens or encumbrances against said premises other than those herein provided for or 
referred to, or in the event any iiens or encumorances other than herein provided for shall hertiiter accrue against the 
same by acts or neglect of the Selier, then the Buyer may, at his option, pay and discharge the same and receive credit 
on the amount then remaining due hereuncer in the amount of any such payment or payments and thereafter the pay-
ments herein provided to be mace, may, at tr.e option of the Buyer, be suspended until such tme as such suspended 
payments shall equal any sums advanced as aforesaid. 
19. The Seller on receiving the payments herein reserved to be paid at the time and in the maimer above mentioned 
agrees to execute and deliver to the 3uyer or assigns, a good and sufficient warranty deed correymg the title to the 
above described premises free ar.c clear of si; encumbrances except as herein .mentioned and exreo: as may have accrued 
by or through the acts or neglect of the B'jyer. and to furnish at W expense', a policy of titie insurance in the amount 
of the purchase price or at the option of the teller, an abstract brought to date at time of sale or a: any time during the 
term of this agreement, or at time of de.ivery of deed, at the option of Buyer. 
20. It is hereby expressiy understood ar.d aereed by the parties hereto that the Buyer accepts the said property 
in its present condition and that there are no representations, covenants, or agreements between ice parties hereto with 
reference to said property except as herein specifically set forth or attached hereto s g ~ >.~SSr?TJn flgrSwO 
17. 
18. 
21. The Buyer and Seller each agree that should they default in any of the covenants or agreements contained here-
in, that the defaulting party 5.-.ail pay a»: rrsts and expenses, including a reasonable attorneys lee. which may arise 
or accrue from enforcing thi« agreement, or :n obtaining possession of the premises covered hereoy, or in pursuing any 
r?m»»dy provided hereundi-r cr oy th»» st.-ituti-s of thr Suite of Utah whether sucn remedy 15 tvjrsuec by filing a suit 
or otherwise. 
22. It is understood that the stipulations aforesaid are to apply to and bind the heirs, executors, administrators, suc-
cessors, and assigns of the resrective parties nereto. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties to this agreement have hereunto signed their names, the day and year 
first above written. '^> / 
Signed in the presence of / ~ / ' 
•INVEST: 
•*s 
7 
Seller 
Buyer 
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T* »*MTrnpM £ ~ * T rCT'a'TT* r^»rmojpnri 
Peal Esta.a Centra: 
en or before ^ r»c" 
substituting tr.e pa 
led as the "IC.l"*5 
acres annexed to tr. 
AC-r^Z, that in connection v;ith the subject Unifc 
er I t , 197-, the Buyer shall have the cotion of 
^oi r*•" ^^^g^r.* sr^v/n cr E,ch^ '^*te " i" v<owar^  irs*--
:res f t , in place cf the real property embracing " 
face cf the said Uniform Heal Estate Contract. 
FUE2-ZR, within 90 days from and after any substitution by Buyer 
cf the Exhibit :,A" property, referred to above, Buyer shall substitute 
the parcel :f realty sr.cv.r* en Exhibit "E" hereto in place of the sa i l 
Exhibit "A" property in the event the Seller herein acquires rtaricetazle 
t i t l e to said E-hltit lfE" land ccrnprising "1C+- acres". 
17 IS AC:::::^ ZSCZD by the par t ies that the foregoing rights cf 
substitution are contingent upon Se l l e r ' s current negotiations, being 
race in good faith, with one Taylor Lott and Reed Gaskin, resulting 
in Sel ler ' s acquisition cf the said rea l property delineated en salt 
exhibits. £houla Seller acquire said parcels depicted on the exr i t i t s 
hereto, tr.e I'nifrrr. real Estate Contract shall be transferred to and 
securec by sucn resulting 10 acre t r ac t pursuant to tr.e final Lett 
and/cr Sa£*-:ir. azreer^er.t; and, af ter the Buyer has rertittsd not less tnan 
cne-half tr.e cutotanding principal balance cue, plus accrued interest, 
under tne sale I'rlfcrr. Real Estate Contract, Buyer snail be entitled to 
a release cf tr.e westerly one-half cf that 10 acre parcel which is 
finally substituted as hereinabove provided. Otherwise, the subject 
Unifcrr. Real Estate Contract sha l l rerain unaffected by this Addendum. 
M tVay of July, 1973. 
J) 
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>JCC: Sellers shall have 
the right to Icsrove a 
roadway-utility access 
through the entire prop-
erty shewn hereon, in 
order to provide access 
f*aa Highway 2W, to the 
land westerly of the 
"17.12 acre" parcel. Z~.z 
cost within the buyer's 
boundaries shall be come 
by the buyer with that 
portion outside buyer's 
land to be beme by the 
sel ler. Seller has the * 
right to advance the costs 
and install the rcacbray 
before buyer's develop-
ment, according to biker's 
master plat (approved by 
County), but buyer ciat 
reimburse seller for said 
advanced costs within 
90 d2ys after ccspletionr 
of said tiijrovggnts. 
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I. Ab ' i Q " 
do n«»r»:-«;/ ^ " r 
of ihat c ; : : - : ; 
which r,r 
being Er ' 
official :.:. 
ROBERT F . ORTON 
T . RICHARD DAVIS 
MARSDEN. ORTON & LILJENQUIST 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
68 SOUTH MAIN. FIFTH FLOOR 
SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84101 
TELEPHONE: <801) 521-3800 
•' : " c - ^ r m ?r.d ior Summit County. St^te of Utah, 
.!"..:•"! ,;r,cl fcrcrjcir.r; is a full, true and correct copy 
Page -.> "Ly-
-;iv hand and affixed my 
^ V , . . v 
ii....,T?-f Cobn ;y Recorder 
Entry No 204486 
Book A U L T 7 Pag9 . a 3 £ - 4 l 
aeoussT or ^J.uj-S- fh-ft.._. 
ALAN SFftGCv. S!.J---.?IT CCVGGCOflOSS f 
RECOROcD J*I: a? < 3 a 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF 
SUMMIT COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STEVEN W. MAJOR, Personal 
Representative of the Estate of 
ROBERT W. MAJOR, JR., Deceased, 
Plaintiff, 
|j ENGLISH INN CO., INC,, a Utah 
Corporation; PARK CITY UTAH 
CORPORATION, a Utah Corporation, 
CHARLES E. HIRSCH; HAROLD D. 
HIRSCH; SAM A. HEPNER, EUGENE H. 
POWERT; MASASHI HASHIDA; J. E. 
ROBERTS a/k/a JACK E. ROBERTS, 
FROSTWOOD LIMITED, a Utah 
Limited Partnership; J. L. 
KROFCHECK a/k/a JOSEPH L. 
KROFCHECK; ROBERT L. BARRETT; 
SNYDERVILLE WEST; PARTNERSHIP 
INVESTMENT OF COLORADO, INC., a 
Corporation; PARK WEST WATER 
ASSOCIATION, a Utah Non-Profit 
Corporation; HALBET ENGINEERING, 
INC., a California Corporation; 
HALBET PROPERTIES, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; MAJOR-BLAKENEY 
CORPORATION, a California 
LIS PENDENS 
Civil No. 733-6 
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Corporation; ASPEN GROVE, INC., a 
Utah Corporation; LESTER F. 
HEWLETT, JR.; RUTH BRAZIER HEWLETT; 
SNYDERVILLE LAND CO., a Utah 
Limited Partnership; H. E. BABCOCK 
and J. E. ROBERTS d/b/a PARKWEST 
LAND COMPANY, INVESTOR ASSOCIATES, 
SYNDICATE, a Delaware Unincorpor-
ated Association; WILLIAM S. 
RICHARDS; MURRAY FIRST THRIFT AND 
LOAN COMPANY, a Utah Corporation; 
J. ROBERT WEST; LIFE RESOURCES, 
INC., an Oregon Corporation; KARL 
C. LESUEUR; H. J. SAPERSTEIN, 
TRUSTEE; PEOPLES FINANCE & THRIFT 
COMPANY OF SALT LAKE CITY, a Utah 
Corporation; WAYLAND P. CALKINS; 
BARBARA CALKINS; McGHIE LAND TITLE 
COMPANY, a Utah Corporation, 
Trustee, AVCO FINANCIAL SERVICES 
OF UTAH, INC., a Utah Corporation; 
JOHN CANEPARI; KERRY D. BODILY; 
SKI PARK CITY WEST, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; NATIONAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT, INC., a Utah Corpor-
ation; ENSIGN COMPANY, a California 
Limited Partnership; ROBERT W. 
ENSIGN; CITY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION, a Corporation; 
WESTERN STATES TITLE COMPANY, a 
Utah Corporation; J. TAYLOR LOTT 
a/k/a JOHN TAYLOR LOTT; UTAH TITLE 
& ABSTRACT COMPANY, a Utah 
Corporation; PARK WEST ASSOCIATES, 
a Utah General Partnership; JAMES 
WEBSTER ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; JAY BAKER d/b/a JAY 
BAKER ELECTRIC; RYDER STILLWELL; 
DIANA L. LESUEUR; A. J, SLAGEL 
a/k/a ZELLA J. SLAGEL; RAY WINN; 
JOHN MULLER; GERALD W. WALTERS; 
NEW YORK INVESTORS, INC., a New 
York Corporation; MICHAEL SPURLOCK; 
DORIE SPURLOCK; MARIA KROFCHECK; 
JOHN DOES 1 THROUGH 24, Inclusive; 
and all other persons unknown 
claiming any right, title, or 
B00KM2 57PAGE23 7 
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STATE OF UTAH ) 
: ss. 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
On this 
day of April, 1983, personally appeared 
before me ROBERT F. ORTON, signer of the foregoing Instrument, 
who duly acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 
7Aff^'COMMISSION EXPIRES: 
"NOTARY PUBLIC 
Residing a t : 
O F * 
B00KM2 57PAGE239 
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r.irt. of the Southwest quarter of Section 31, Tc.-nship 1 South, Range 4 East, 
part of the Xorthuesc quarter Section 6, Township 2 South, Range '» East, and 
pate of Northeast quarter of Section 1. Township 2 South, Range 3 Ease of the . 
Salt L.-.kc Base and Meridian described as follows: Beginning at the Southweou ^  
corner of Section 31, To-nship 1 South, Kange 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meri- -
dian, Suarait County, Utah, and running thence North along Section line jO?. 3 
feet; thence Ease 850.00 feet; thence South 13S.0O feet; thence West 482 oO
 ( 
feet; thence South 0'17'5S" East 474.93 feet to the Southerly boundary of Snllcr 
land: thence South 57»30" West 32.8 feet; thence South 8.1 40' West 290.5 feet; 
vT 
c 
c 
c 
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interest in or lien against the real 
property described in Plaintiff's 
Complaint adverse to Plaintiff's 
ownership or clouding his title 
thereto; PARK CITY WEST ASSOCIATION, 
a Utah Corporation; CITY DEVELOPMENT 
CO., INC., a Utah Corporation; 
STANDARD INVESTMENT CORPORATION, a 
California Corporation; GREAT 
NORTHERN LAND CORPORATION, a 
California Corporation; INN 
INVESTORS, a Partnership; TITLE 
INSURANCE AGENCY, a Utah Corporation; 
REESE HOWELL; AMERICAN SAVINGS & 
LOAN, a Utah Corporation; JOE COX; 
JIM GADDIS; SAM WILSON; HENRY 
WINKLER; and JOHN 30ES 25 through 
50, Inclusive, 
Defendants. 
TO ALL WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Notice is hereby given that an action has been commenced 
in the above-entitled Court, by the above-named Plaintiff against 
the above-named Defendants, which suit is now pending; that one of 
the objects of said suit is to quiet title in the Estate of Robert 
W. Major, Jr., Deceased, to real property situated in Summit 
County, State of Utah, specifically described in Exhibit "A" which 
is attached hereto. 
DATED THIS 5*L day of April, 1983. 
ROBERT F. ORTON 
MARSDEN, ORTON & LILJENQUIST 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
- 3 -
B00KM2 57PAGE23 8 
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Parcel No. 7: 
^~f<*r- r»: Srrtion 36, Township 1 South, 
The Southeast quarter of Che Southwes J«ar{« ^ ^ ^ 59A.0 feet thereof. 
Ran^e 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, less the 
Parcel No* 8« 
«. ^ ,» ^ ^ if
 nf rh» Southwest quarter of the Southeast quarter Tne South half of th« W«st h.lf of the Southwest q ^ ^ ^ . ^ 
of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 -ast, 5>aic 
Parcel So» 9: 
« / r„ *#- <:-ilt Lake Base and "Meridian, 
I„ Section 31. Township 1 South Range * Ea.t J ^
 u h i c h p o i n C i s 2 i C 0 3 . s 
Beginning ac a point on the West line of State His 7 '
 c o r n e r o f sai#, 
feet Sorch and 1.412.0 feet. n-.ore or less East of theJ ^ 
Section 31; thence Northerly along the said Uest lxne o g y 
feet; thence West 1,412.0 eet. more or less, to a poin ^ ^ 
Section 31; thence South 538.5 feet no e or ess a l S
 f ^ ^ ^ ^ 
thence East 901 feet; thence North 150 teet, tnence 
to the point of beginning hereof. 
Parcel N'o. 10s 
Parcel No. 11: 
^ - s t : t - 'Erie 's .»*" «•»». • »•» «• 
vO 
CO 
C5 
•oD 
CD 
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WHEN RECORDED. MAIL TO: •'r.ci.^.^r or-
Cl 
-_±-5a*te 
rjx 57nif GS. Ite&iX HO. '&ZC~t' 
€?.£L 
• J-MXC '^-tin at ilSl.±^j^ioo^ _ _ 
^^^..^^S^\^-^t-. Space Above for Recorder's Use^' ^ ^ 
WARRANTY DEED 
JCSEPH L. KROFCHECK , grantor 
of Los Angeles
 f County of Los Angeles, California , SUU2ftX>CU3Hf 
hereby CONVEY and WARRANT to 
SNYDERVILLE WEST, a Partnership 
, grantee 
i 
kl 
! I 
of Sa l t Lake City , County of Salt Lake , State of Utah 
for the sum of TEN AND NO/100 AND OTHER GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSDIERATION -DOLLARS, j j 
the following described tract of land in Summit County, Stale of Utah, to-wit: 
Part of the Southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range A East, part 
of the Northwest quarter Section 6, Township 2 South, Range 4 East and a part of 
Northeast quarter of Section 1, Township 2 South, Razre 3 East of the Salt Lake Base 
and Meridian described as fo l l ovs : Beginning at the Southvest corner of Section 
31 , Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base azd Meridian, Summit County, 
Utah, and running thence North along Section l ine 502.3 feet; thence East 850.00 
f e e t ; thonce South 138.00 f ee t ; chence West 482.80 fse:; thence South 0 o17 ,58n ; : 
East 474.93 feet to the Southerly boundary of Se l ler ' s land; chence South 57°30' 
West 32.8 f e e t ; thence South 81340' West 299.5 feet; chence North 27°28' West ' ! 
100.6 feet to the West l ine of above mentioned Sectica 6; thence North 0J30' East : ! 
82.4 feet to point of beginning. • | 
TOGETHER WITH AN EASEMENT FOR INGRESS, EGRESS & UNDI.-.CROUND UTILITIES, to be used ; 
in common with other landowners in the said v i c i n i t y , described as follows: ! | 
BEGINNING at a point which i s located on the Souther!- boundary line of Park : j 
City West Plat No. 1, equidistant between the Westerly and Easterly l ines of ; J 
"Brook Ave." depicted on the o f f i c i a l plat of said subdivision; Thence thirty : ! 
fee t (30 f t . ) each s ide of a centerlire which proceeds South from said point of » 
beginning, for a distance of 891.00 f e e t , more or l = = s, to the South l ine of the . ! 
real property parcel described in the said foregoir.: irant herein; comprising a ; J 
roadway 60.00 feet in width for said purposes f i r s t irr .e mentioned. 1 | 
WITNESS the hand of said grantor . this day of , 19 | j 
Signed in the presence of 
STATE OF VTtttCl^rr'^^ } 
County of ^x^ ^^j^C^i.—^ \ 
On the G C~^ 
personally appeared before me 
ss. 
the signer of the above ir^mimen:. who duly acknowledged. :o me thau , he executed Die 
My commission expires ^Ccrrr/.'^^r......: -.-i.L.Residing' in ..*.:=^... 
Notary Public 
: I 
J 
: I 
I I 
! I 
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ROBERT F. ORTON - #A2483 
T. RICHARD DAVIS - #A0836 
MARSDEN. ORTON. CAHOON & LILJENQUIST 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
68 SOUTH MAIN. FIFTH FLOOR 
SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84101 
TELEPHONE: [801] 521-3800 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SUMMIT COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
BRENDA MAJOR WEBER, 
Personal Representative 
of the Estate of ROBERT 
W. MAJOR, JR., Deceased, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ENGLISH INN CO., INC., a 
Utah Corporation, et al, 
Defendants. 
BRENDA MAJOR WEBER, 
Personal Representative 
of the Estate of ROBERT 
W. MAJOR, JR., Deceased, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
SNYDERVILLE LAND CO., a 
Utah Limited Partnership, 
et al, 
Civil N6^-__2225^-' 
STIPULATION FOR SETTLEMENT 
Civil No. 7600 
Defendants. 
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Plaintiff, Brenda Major Weber, Personal Representative 
of the Estate of Robert W. Major, Jr., deceased, indi .dually 
and through her attorney, Robert F. Orton of the firm of Marsden, 
Orton, Cahoon & Liljenquist; Defendant, Joseph L. Krofcheck, 
also known as J. L. Krofcheck, individually, and Defendants, 
J. L. Krofcheck, also known as Joseph L. Krofcheck, English 
Inn Co., Inc., Park City Utah Corporation, Major-Blakeney 
Corporation, Investor Associates Syndicate, William S. Richards, 
Karl C. Lesueur, Wayland P. Calkins, Barbara Calkins, City 
Development Corporation, Diana L. Lesueur, Z. J. Slagel, also 
known as Zella J. Slagel, Ray Winn, New York Investors, Inc., 
Michael Spurlock, Dorie Spurlock, Maria Krofcheck, City 
Development Company, Inc., Inn Investors, Title Insurance 
Agency, Reese Howell, Joe Cox, Jim Gaddis, Sam Wilson, and 
Henry Winkler, through their attorney, Don R. Strong of the 
firm of Strong & Mitchell; Defendant, Snyderville Land Company, 
through its general partners, Joseph L. Krofcheck and Jack E. 
Roberts, and through its attorney, Don R. Strong of the firm 
of Strong & Mitchell; Defendant, J. E. Roberts, also known as 
Jack E. Roberts; Defendants, H. E. Babcock and J. E. Roberts, 
d/b/a Park West Land Company, Halbet Properties, Inc., and 
Snyderville Properties, Inc., through Jack E. Roberts, their 
president and/or general partner; Defendants, Park West Associates 
- 2 -
Digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, BYU. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
James C. Fogg, Walter J. Plumb, III., and Richard D. Frost, 
through their attorney, Walter J. Plumb, III.; and Defendant, 
American Savings & Loan Association, through its attorney, 
Theodore Boyer, Jr., of the firm of Clyde, Pratt & Gibbs, 
hereby stipulate and agree: 
WHEREAS, prior to his death, the Decedent, Robert W« 
Major, Jr., claimed, and Brenda Major Weber, as Personal Re-
presentative of said Robert W. Major, Jr., now claims, some 
right, title and interest in and to the real properties located 
in Summit County, State of Utah, and more particularly described 
in Exhibits "A", "B", and "C" which are attached hereto and by 
this reference incorporated herein; and 
WHEREAS, all of the Defendants above named, with the 
exception of American Savings & Loan Association, have hereto-
fore claimed some right, title and interest in and to said real 
properties, or parts thereof, and each of the following Defendan 
now claims some right, title or interest in and to that portion 
of said real property which is described in the Exhibit(s) 
identified opposite his or its name, which such Exhibits are 
attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein, to-wi* 
EXHIBIT NO. CLAIMANT 
"A", "B", "C" SnydervjLlle Land Company 
"Cw William S. Richards, Trustee, 
and Park West Land Co. 
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EXHIBIT NO. CLAIMANT 
1 II " D " Joseph L. Krofcheck 
2 "E" Park City Utah Corporation 
3 "p" Joseph L. Krofcheck 
4 "G" English Inn Co., Inc. 
5 ] , "H" Jack E. Roberts, Park West Land 
Co. and Snyderville Properties, In 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
Park West Associates 
and 
WHEREAS, on or about the 9th day of June, 1982, 
Defendants, J. E. Roberts, Snyderville Properties, Inc., Park 
West Land Co., Joseph L. Krofcheck, and Joseph Cox entered into 
an Amended Limited Partnership Agreement amending the Limited 
Partnership Agreement by which Snyderville Land Company, a Utah 
Limited Partnership, was created. By the terms of said agree-
ments, much of the real property described in Exhibits "A" 
through "I", inclusive, was conveyed by Defendant, Joseph L. 
Krofcheck, to Snyderville Land Company, and Defendants, J. E. 
Roberts, Snyderville Properties, Inc., Park West Land Co. 
and Joseph Cox agreed to convey other real properties to said 
Snyderville Land Company; and 
WHEREAS, the ownership of Snyderville Land Company is 
represented by ONE THOUSAND (1,000) partnership units of which 
- 4 -
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9 
10 
11 
12 
14 
15 
Joseph L. Krofcheck owns FOUR HUNDRED NINETY-TWO AND ONE-HALF 
(492.5), Jack E. Roberts, Park West Land Co. and Snyderville 
Properties, Inc., own FOUR HUNDRED NINETY-TWO AND ONE-HALF 
(492.5), and Joseph Cox owns FIFTEEN (15); and 
WHEREAS, Defendant, Frostwood Limited, heretofore 
entered into a written contract to purchase from Defendant, 
Park West Associates, the real property described in Exhibit 
"I" which is attached hereto; and 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
g I WHEREAS, Frostwood Limited has paid certain cash 
sums to Park West Associates on said written contract, a part 
of which sums have in turn been paid by Park West Associates 
to Plaintiff and to Joseph L. Krofcheck, and is currently 
being held in trust by Robert F. Orton and Don R. Strong, 
jg attorneys for Plaintiff and said Defendant; and 
WHEREAS, Frostwood Limited has defaulted on said 
written contract and has forfeited its interest in and to said 
16 I sums being held by said Robert F. Orton and Don R. Strong 
17 and the real property described in Exhibit "I"; and 
18 WHEREAS, Joseph L. Krofcheck owns a general partner-
19 ship interest of approximately TWENTY-ONE PER CENT (21%) in 
20 Park West Associates; and 
21 WHEREAS, Defendant, American Savings & Loan Asso-
22 || ciation, claims no interest in and to the real properties 
23 
2 4
 » 
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described in Exhibits "A" through "I"; and 
WHEREAS, the parties hereto desire to settle the 
above-captioned actions and all of the issues raised by the 
pleadings on file herein. 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual 
covenants and agreements hereinafter set forth and other good 
and valuable consideration, IT IS AGREED: 
1. Snyderville Land Company shall quit-claim to 
Joseph L. Krofcheck and English Inn Co., Inc., or designee(s), 
all of its right, title and interest in and to that portion 
of the real property described in Exhibit "A" which is a part 
of Park City West, Plat 1, as recorded in the office of the 
recorder of Summit County, State of Utah, and is situated 
East of the East right-of-way line of Brook Avenue, South of 
a line which is 290 feet North of the South boundary line of 
said Park City West, Plat No. 1, and West of State Road 248, 
and which contains six acres, more or less. If, in order to 
satisfy the legal rights, if any, of Richard Giauque, who 
owns or claims to own a tract of land situated South of the tract 
being conveyed to Joseph L. Krofcheck and English Inn Co., Inc., 
as aforesaid, it becomes necessary to provide a non-exclusive 
easement running in a southerly direction from Park West Drive 
0484 
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10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
17. Snyderville Land Company and its partners 
represent to Plaintiff that Snyderville Land Company has no 
debts or obligations other than as set forth in said Amended 
Limited Partnership Agreement and any real property taxes 
which have accrued since the formation of said partnership 
and which are, as of the date hereof, unpaid. The parties 
agree that the THIRTY PER CENT (30%) interest in said part-
nership being assigned to Plaintiff, or designee(s), as afore-
said, and all of the properties, both real and personal, owned 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Q I by Snyderville Land Company or to be conveyed or assigned to 
Snyderville Land Company under the provisions of this Stipula-
tion, are free of all liens, encumbrances, charges and defects 
of any kind whatsoever except those hereinabove identified in 
this paragraph numbered 17. All real property taxes which 
have accrued since the formation of said partnership, and whic. 
jg I are unpaid at the date hereof, assessed against the real pro-
IQ J perty which will be owned by said partnership under the terms 
17 of this agreement, shall be paid from partner contributions 
18 based on the per cent of total partnership units owned by each 
19 contributing partner. 
20 18. The parties agree to the entry of an Order adjuc 
21 I in9 a n^ decreeing that Snyderville Land Company is the owner ii 
22 fee simple and entitled to possession of all of the real proper 
23 |! situated in Summit County, State of Utah, and more particularli 
24 i! described in Exhibits "P" and "Q" which are attached 
- 14 -
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hereto and by this reference made a part hereof and that 
1 Plaintiff is the owner in fee simple and entitled to possession 
2 of all of the real property situated in Summit County, State 
3 of Utah, and more particularly described in Exhibit "R" which 
4 is attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof; 
5 and further adjudging and decreeing that the claims of all 
6 other parties to this action to any right, title and interest in 
7 and to said real properties, and any part thereof, are without 
8 any right whatever and that said parties have no right to or 
9 interest in said real properties, or any part thereof. 
10 -;•.<• 19. Each party hereto hereby agrees to execute and 
11 deliver such deeds, assignments, easements and other documents 
12 | as are reasonably necessary to consummate the agreement of the 
parties. 
14 I 20. In the event that any party breaches any of 
15 |j the terms or conditions of this Stipulation For Settlement 
and any other party brings suit to enforce the same or for 
damages, the prevailing party shall be entitled to a reasonable 
attorney's fee, to be determined by the Court, and the losing 
party agrees to pay the same. 
21. This Agreement is subject to approval by the 
21 I Third Judicial District Court of Summit County, State of 
22 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
23 
24 
- 15 -
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
Utah, which is supervising the probate of the estate of Robert 
W. Major, Jr., deceased. 
22. Upon approval of this Agreement by the Third 
Judicial District Court of Summit County, State of Utah, as 
aforesaid, upon the entry of a judgment or order pursuant to 
the terms hereof, and upon execution and delivery of the 
documents and properties referred to herein, the above-captionec 
actions may be dismissed, except as herein provided. 
DATED this a ^ day of (Q^fad^, 1985. 
ROBERT F. ORTON 
T. RICHARD DAVIS 
MARSDEN, ORTON, CAHOON & LILJENQUIS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
i! D D U H n i M A i r i D T A T P O - C D y f b ^ v - ^ ^ v , -3 1 BRENDA MAJOR WEBER,APersonal 
Representative of tine Estate 
of Robert W. Major, Jr., 
deceased 
DON R. STRONG 
STRONG & MITCHELL 
Attorneys for Defendants, Joseph 
L. Krofcheck, Snyderville Land 
Company, et al 
jpJSEPH1 L . KROFCHEfflK v ^ ?
1 ! ^ 
- 16 -
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SNYDERVILLE LAND COMPANY: 
BY 
J. E. ROBERTS, General Partner 
JOSEPH L. KROFCHECKV, General 
Partner 
WALTBR^V^PLUMB, I I . 
At torney for Defendants , Park 
West V ^ s o c i a t e s , e t a l 
4 
)YE 
•/cam*. 
THEODORIT BOYER, JR. 
CLYDE, PRATT & GIBBS 
Attorneys for Defendant, American 
Savings & Loan Association 
J. E. ROBERTS, also known as 
JACK/E. ROBERTS . 
PARK WEST LAND CO. 
BY Uff&fi£P 
J./E./ROBERTS, General Partner 
- 17 -
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HALBET PROPERTIES, INC. 
BY \ -"' iiiUuP J. ET ROBERTS/ President 
SNYDERVILLE PROPERTIES, INC, 
BY 
J./E. ROBERTS/, President 
- 18 -
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EXHIBIT "R" 
All of the real property situated in Summit County, 
State of Utah, and particularly described in Exhibits "A" 
and "B" which are attached to the Stipulation For Settle-
ment to which this Exhibit "R" is attached. 
EXCEPTING, the tract of land described in paragraph 
numbered 1 of said Stipulation For Settlement which is 
being quit-claimed by Snyderville Land Company to Joseph 
L. Krofcheck and English Inn Co., Inc., and the tracts 
of land described in Exhibits M D \ "E", "F", "G", "H", 
"I", "0", "P" and "Q" which are attached to said Stipula-
tion For Settlement. 
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EXHIBIT f,A,r 
Parcel Ko. 1: -
\f Lot A, Lots IS thru 19, 22 thru 24, 28 thru 38, PARK-CITY I/EST SUBDIVISION 
KO. 1, according to the official plat thereof on file and of record in the 
office of the Summit County Recorder, State of Utah. 
mJ
 Parcel No- 2: 
Lots 1 thru 4 , 17 thru 2 5 , PARK CITY WEST SUBDIVISION NO. 2 , according to t h e 
o f f i c i a l p l a t thereof on f i l e and of record i n the o f f i c e o f t h e Sununit Count 
Recorder, S t a t e of Utah- A l so , THE MALL, PARK CITY WEST SUBDIVISION KO. 2 -
/ Parce l No- 3 : "* '.. m- • / • . ^ / :_.."_..'"• :'/::<': - •.'-
In Section 1, Township 2 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridianr 
. Beginning at a point which is the NU corner of property conveyed to Spencer 
Osborne et inc., in a Special Warranty Deed recorded March 31, 1969, as Entry 
No. 105801, in Book K-20, page 389, 0.R-, said point being on the North line < 
said Section 1; thence West *.Iong said section line 432 feet; thence Soutn 1° 
50' East 715 feet; thence East 410 feet, nore or less» to a. point which is 
- directly South of the aforesaid beginning point; thence North in a straight 
line to the said point of beginning 713 feet, more or less. TOGETHER KITH 
an Easenent for ingress, egress and underground utilities as set forth in the 
first paragraph on page 5 of that certain Judgment on Stipulation recorded as 
Entry No* 113601, Book M-32, pages 269-276, on July 26, 1971. 
Parcel Ko» 4: " . " - " . " -
In Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian: 
• The North 165 feet of the S!7 1/4 of the KE 1/4 of the SI7 1/4 of Section 36; 
and the South 1/2 of the Kff 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of the Sti 1/4 of Section 36; 
and the Vest 100 feet of the.N 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 
of Section 36; and the North 330 feet of tha SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of the Stf 
1/4 of Section 36• TOGETHER WITH an Easecent for ingress, egress and under-
ground utilities as set forth in the second paragraph on page 5 of that cer-
tain Judgment on Stipulation recorded as Entry Ko. U3601, Book M-32, pages 
269-276, on July 26, 1971-
Parcel Ko, 5: 
In Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian: 
Beginning at the Southeast comer of Lot 25, Park City Uest Plat Ko. 2; thence 
North along the East line of said Plat No. 2 for 204 feet; thence East 160 
feet; thence South 204.00 feet; thence in a straight line Wast to the point of 
beginning. TOGETHER WITH an Easement 27.6 feet wide for ingress, egress and 
underground utilities, over a land strip lying 13.8 feet each side of a center-
line commencing at a point which is 173.8 feet East of the Southeast corner of 
Lot 25, Park City West Plat No. 2; thence 6S0.6 feet North, more or less, to 
a right of way south line, which right of way.is known as "Major Drive" within 
said Park City I/est Plat No. 2, connecting with Park City West Plat Ko. 1. said 
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Parcel Ko. 6: 
Part of the Southwest quarter of Section 31, Toimship 1 South, Kanc^ 4 East, 
part of the Northwest quarter Section G, Township 2 South, R a n ^ 4 East, and 
part of Kortlu^ ast quarter of Section 1, Township 2 South, Ranger 3 East of the 
Salt Lake Base and Meridian described as follox;s: Beginning at the Southwest 
corner of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meri-
dian, Sucunit County, Utah, and running thence North along Section line 502.3 
feet; thence East 850.00 feet; thence South 138.00 feet; thence Vest 4S2.S0 
feet; thence South 0°17f56M East 474.93 feet to the Southerly boundn y of Seller 
land; thence South 57°30f West 32.8 feet; thence South 81*40' VJcst 2^9.5 feet; 
thence Kerch 27°2St Uest 100.6 feet to the Vest line of the above mentioned 
Section; thence North 0°30f. East 82.4 feet to the point of beginning. o 
Parcel ko. 7: • " . .:^.r ^ ' 
Th* Southeast quarter o f the Southwest quarter of Sect ion 36, Towiship 1 South , 
Range 3 E a s t , S a l t Lake Base and Meridian, l e s s the North 594-0 f e e t thereof . 
Parce l No. 8 : 
The South h a l f o f the West ha l f o f the Southwest quarter o f the Southeast quarter 
of S e c t i o n 36 , Township 1 South, Range 3 East , S a l t Lake Base and Meridian. 
Parce l Ko. ? : 
I n S e c t i o n 3 1 , Township 1 South, Range 4 East , Sa l t Lake Base and Meridian, 
Beginning a t a p o i n t on the West l i n e o f S ta te Highway 248, which point i s 2 ,608.J 
f e e t North and 1 , 4 1 2 . 0 f e e t , more or l e s s , East of the Southwest corner o f s a i d 
S e c t i o n 3 1 ; thence Northerly along the s a id West l i n e of Highway 248 for 3 8 3 . 5 
f e e t ; thence Uest 1 ,412.0 f e e t , more or l e s s , t o a poin on the U e s t l i n e o f s a i d 
S e c t i o n 3 1 ; thence South 538.5 f e e t , more or l e s s , along sa id S e c t i o n 31 T*est l i n j 
thence Eas t 901 f e e t ; thence North 150 f e e t ; thence East 511 f e e t , more o r l e s s , 
t o t h e po in t o f beginning hereof • ; -_..:.- ; : . . . . x - * -
P a r c e l No. 10:""""' _ ') ^ ' ' \ ; * : V;"' "' "V::V- , ';-- ' -V"r:-'?.K-l '• : K v - ; ' K : ^ . * "" 
The right of way and e'asenent, including Parcel Number 1 and Parcel Ninriber 2, 
contained and described in that certain Warranty Deed recorded as Entry No. 
10S283, in Book. M-19, at Pages 195-196, on December 19, 1968 @ 9:25 A.tU, O.R. 
Parcel No. 11: "'.•*"". ' ~ ' ;•>.- ... • -;-?\Z:.\."/. ^;-- ••- -* ; 
Ml o f t h e real ' property, together w i th a perpetual 76 f o o t easement and r i g h t 
o f way, as contained and described i n that c e r t a i n Warranty Deed recorded a s 
Entry No. 106902, i n Book H15, a t Page 619, on Apr i l 8 , 1968, @ 9:13 A.M. 
EX "A" P, 
i~\ M t \ r> 
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EXHIBIT "B" 
Parcel A - A portion of Section 31, T1S, R4E, Salt Lake 
Base and Meridian, Utah, as follows: Lots 25, 26, 
and 27 of Park City West Plat No- 1, EXCEPTING from 
said lots the southerly 1.3 feet (which lies within 
a 7 foot easement for utilities. 
Parcel B - Beginning at the Southeast corner of the 
Southwest 1/4 of the Southwest.1/4 of the Southeast 
1/4 of Section 36 T1S, R3E, Salt Lake Base and 
Meridian; thence North 572.4 feet, thence East 761 
feet, thence South 572.4 feet, thence West 761 feet 
to the point of beginning: 
EXCEPTING therefrom that portion of the aforedescribed 
property which is included within Park City West Plat 
Kc. 7 as recorded (Entry No. 110560) with the Summit 
County Recorder on February 2, 1970. 
Parcel C - Beginning at a point on the Section line 1254 
feet North of the Southwest corner of Section 31, T1S, 
R4Ef Salt Lake Base and Meridian, thence East 850 feet, 
thence South 239.22 feet, thence West 850 feet, thence 
North 239.22 feet to the point of beginning. 
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ROBERT F. ORTON - ?A24 8 3 
MARSDEN, ORTON, CAHOON & LILJENQUIST 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
68 SOUTH MAIN, FIFTH FLOOR, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84101 j 
TELEPHONE: (801) 521-3800 ,. ! 
1 IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SUMMIT COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
BRENDA MAJOR WEBER, Personal : 
Representative of -he Estate 
of ROBERT W. MAJOR, JR., : 
Deceased, 
Plaintiff, Civil No. 7600 
vs. 
SNYDERVILLE LAND CO., a Utah : 
Limited Partnership; 
SNYDERVILLE PROPERTIES, IMC. , : 
a Utah Corporation; J. E. 
ROBERTS; JOSEPH L. KROFCHECK; : 
ENGLISH INN ZZ. , INC., a utan 
Corporation; '.."ILL I AM S. 
RICHARDS, Trustee; NATIONAL 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT, INC., a : 
Utan Corporation; PARK WEST 
ASSOCIATES, =. Utah General : 
Partnership; JAMES Z. FOGG; 
WALTER J. PLUM3, III; : 
RICHARD D. FROST; and JOHN 
DOES 1 throurn 24, : 
Defendants. : 
JUDGMENT 
BRENDA MAJOR MI3ER, Personal : 
Representative of tne Estate 
of'ROBERT W. MAJOR, JR., 
Deceased, 
Pla Civil Mo. "3 25 
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vs. 
ENGLISH INN CO., INC., a Utah 
Corporation; PARK CITY UTAH 
CORPORATION, a Utah Corpor-
ation; SNYDERVILLE LAND CO., 
a Utah Limited Partnership; 
CHARLES E. HIRSCH; HAROLD D. 
HIRSCH; SAM A. HEPNER; EUGENE 
H. POWERT; MASASHI HASHIDA; 
J. E. ROBERTS a/k/a JACK E. 
ROBERTS; FROSTWOOD LIMITED, a 
Utah Limited Partnership; 
J. L. KROFCHECK a/k/a JOSEPH 
L. KROFCHECK; ROBERT L. 
BARRETT; SNYDERVILLE WEST; 
PARTNERSHIP INVESTMENT OF 
COLORADO, INC., a Corporation; 
PARK WEST WATER ASSOCIATION, 
a Utah Non-Profit Corporation; 
HALBET ENGINEERING, INC., a 
California Corporation; 
HALBET PROPERTIES, INC., a 
Utah Corporation; MAJOR-
BLAKENEY'CORPORATION, a 
California Corporation; ASPEN 
GROVE, INC., a Utah Corpor-
ation; LESTER F. HEWLETT, 
JR.; RUTH BRAZIER HEWLETT; 
H. E. BABCOCK and J. E. 
ROBERTS d/b/a PARKWEST LAND 
COMPANY; INVESTOR ASSOCIATES 
SYNDICATE, a Delaware Unin-
corporated Association; 
WILLIAM S. RICHARDS; MURRAY 
FIRST THRIFT AND LOAN COMPANY, 
a Utah Corporation; J. ROBERT 
WEST; LIFE RESOURCES, INC., 
an Oregon Corporation; KARL 
C. 1ESUEUR; H. J. SAPERSTEIK, 
Trustee; PEOPLES FINANCE a 
THRIFT CCMPANY OF SALT LAKE 
CITY, a utah Corporation; 
WAYLAND ?. CALKINS; BARBARA 
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CALKINS; McGHIE LAND TITLE 
COMPANY, a Utah Corporation, 
Trustee; AVCO FINANCIAL 
SERVICES OF UTAH, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; JOHN CANEPARI; 
KERRY D. BODILY; SKI PARK 
CITY WEST, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; NATIONAL 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT, 
INC., a Utah Corporation; 
ENSIGN COMPANY, a California 
Limited Partnership; ROBERT 
W. ENSIGN; CITY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION, a Corporation; 
WESTERN STATES TITLE COMPANY, 
a Utah Corporation; J. TAYLOR 
LOTT a/k/a JOHN TAYLOR LOTT; 
UTAH TITLE & ABSTRACT COMPANY, 
a Utah Corporation; PARK WEST 
ASSOCIATES, a Utah General 
Partnership; JAMES WEBSTER 
ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah 
Corporation; JAY BAKER d/b/a 
JAY BAKER ELECTRIC; RYDER 
STILLWELL; DIANA L. LESUEUR; 
Z. J. SLAGEL a/k/a ZELLA J. 
SLAGEL; RAY WINN; JOHN MULLER; 
GERALD W. WALTERS; NEW YORK 
INVESTORS, INC., a New York 
Corporation; MICHAEL SPURLOCK; 
DORIE SPURLOCK; MARIA 
KROFCHECK; JOHN DOES 1 
through 24, inclusive; and 
all other persons unknown 
claiming any right, title or 
interest in or lien against 
the real property described 
in Plaintiff's Complaint ad-
verse to Plaintiff's ownership 
or clouding her title thereto; 
PARK CITY WEST ASSOCIATION, 
a Utah Corporation; CITY 
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DEVELOPMENT CO., INC., a Utah 
Corporation; STANDARD INVEST-
MENT CORPORATION, a California 
Corporation; GREAT NORTHERN 
LAND CORPORATION, a California 
Corporation; INN INVESTORS, 
a Partnership; TITLE IN-
SURANCE AGENCY, a Utah 
Corporation; REESE HOWELL; 
AMERICAN SAVINGS & LOAN, a 
Utah Corporation; JOE COX; 
JIM GADDIS; SAM WILSON; HENRY 
WINKLER; and JOHN DOES 2 5 
through 50, inclusive, 
Defendants. 
Plaintiff's Motion For Entry of Final Judgment came 
on regularly for hearing before the Honorable J. Dennis 
Frederick, one of the judges of the above-entitled Court, on 
the m ^aY °^ January, 1986, Plaintiff being represented 
in Court by her attorney, Robert F. Orton of the firm of 
Marsden, Orton, Cahoon & Liljenquist, and none of the Defen-
dants being present: in Court nor represented by counsel; and 
this Court, on the 29th day of August, 1985, in the above-
referenced civil action No. 7325, having duly and regularly 
entered Judgment And Order On Plaintiff's Motions For Judgment 
By Default And For Order Adjuding And Decreeing That Parties 
Who Have Filed Disclaimers Have No Interest In Real Properties 
Which Are The Subject Matter Of This Action, adjudging and 
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decreeing that neither the following named Defendants, nor 
anyone claiming by, through or under them, has any right to 
or interest in the real properties which are the subject matter 
of said action, to-wit: Eugene H. Powert; Masashi Hashida; 
Robert L. Barrett; Snyderville West; Partnership Investment" 
of Colorado, Inc.; Park West Water Association; Halbet Engineering 
Inc.; Aspen Grove, Inc.; Avco Financial Services of Utah, Inc.; 
John Canepari; Kerry D. Bodily; Ski Park City West, Inc.; 
National Property Management, Inc.; Ensign Company; Robert W. 
Ensign; Ryder Stillwell; John Muller; Park City West Association; 
Standard Investment Corporation; Great Northern Land Corporation; 
Charles E. Hirsch; Harold D. Hirsch; Sam A. Hepner; Lester F. 
Hewlett, Jr.; Ruth Brazier Hewlett; J. Robert West; Life 
Resources, Inc.; H. J. Saperstein, Trustee; Peoples Finance & 
Thrift Company of Salt Lake City; McGhie Land Title Company; 
Western States Title Company; J. Taylor Lott a/k/a John Taylor 
Lott; Utah Title & Abstract Company; James Webster Associates, 
Inc.; Jay Baker d/b/'a Jay Baker Electric; and Gerald W. 
Walters, and permanently enjoining said parties from asserting 
any adverse claim to said real properties, and any cart thereof, 
and from interfering with one title to and possession and use 
of said real properties Ly Plaintiff and the heirs of the 
decedent, Robert W. ::ajor, Jr.; and this Court, on the 21st 
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day of November, 1985, in the above-referenced civil action No. 
7325, having entered Judgment And Order On Plaintiff's Motion 
For Order Adjudging And Decreeing That Defendant, First Security 
Financial, As Successor To Murray First Thrift And Loan Company, 
Has No Interest In The Real Properties Which Are The Subject 
Matter Of This Action, adjudging and decreeing that neither the 
Defendant, First Security Financial, as Successor to Murray 
First Thrift and Loan Company, nor anyone claiming by, through 
or under it, has any right to or interest in the real properties 
which are the subject matter of said action and that said 
Defendant, and all claiming by, through and under it, be and are 
hereby permanently enjoined from asserting any adverse claim to 
said real properties, and any part thereof, and from interferring 
with the title to and possession and use of said real properties 
by Plaintiff and the heirs of the decedent, Robert W. Major, Jr.; 
and this Court, on the 29th day of August, 1985, in the above-
referenced civil action No. 7600, having duly and regularly 
entered Judgment And Order On Plaintiff1s Motion For Judgment 
3y Default, adjudging and decreeing that neither the Defendant, 
National Property Management, Inc., nor any person claiming by, 
through or under it, has any right, title cr interest in and to 
the real properties which are the subject matter of said action 
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and permanently enjoining said Defendant from asserting any 
adverse claim to said real property, and any part thereof, and 
from interferring with the title to and the possession and use 
of said real property by Plaintiff and the heirs of the decedent, 
Robert W. Major, Jr.; and the Plaintiff, Brenda Major Weber, 
Personal Representative of the Estate of Robert W. Major, Jr., 
deceased, and all of the remainding Defendants named in the 
above-referenced actions having, on the 2nd day of October, 
1985, entered into a Stipulation For Settlement by the terms 
of which all of the issues raised by the pleadings on file 
herein were fully adjusted, compromised and settled and j 
by the further terms of which it was agreed that a Final Judgment \ 
in form and as hereinafter set forth could be entered by this 
Court; and duplicate originals of said Stipulation For Settle-
ment being filed herewith; and this Court which is supervising 
the probate of the estate of Robert W. Major, Jr., deceased, 
Probate No. 2000, having, on the 15th day of November, 1985, 
entered its Order Authorizing Compromise and Settlement of 
Disputed Claims in accordance with the provisions cf paragraph 
numbered 21 at pages 13 and 16 of said Stipulation For 
Settlement; and no notice cf hearing on Plaintiff's Motion For 
Entry of Final Judgment being required by reason of said 
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Judgments and Orders and said Stipulation For Settlement; and 
the Court having reviewed and studied said Stipulation For 
Settlement and the other pleadings and papers on file herein 
and being fully advised in the premises and good cause 
appearing, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED,-ADJUDGED 
AND DECREED: 
1. Defendant, Snyderville Land Co., is the owner 
in fee simple and entitled to possession of all of the real 
property situated in Summit County, State of Utah, and more 
particularly described in Exhibits "A" and "B" which are 
attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
2. Plaintiff, Brenda Major Weber, as Personal 
Representative cf the Estate cf Robert W. Major, Jr., deceased, 
is the owner in fee simple and entitled to possession of all 
of the real property situated in Summit County, State of Utah, 
and more particularly described in Exhibit "C" which is 
attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
3. The claims cf ail of the Defendants named in the 
above and foregoing actions, and all claiming by, through or 
under them, with the exception :f Defendant, Snyderville Land 
Co., as aforesaid, to any right, title and interest in and to 
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the real properties described in Exhibits "A", "B", and "C", 
as aforesaid, and any part thereof, are without any right 
whatever and said parties have no right to or interest in said 
real properties, and any part thereof. 
4. Snyderville Land Co. shall immediately quit-
claim to Joseph L. Krofcheck and English Inn Co., Inc., or 
designee(s), all of its right, title and interest in and to 
that portion of the real property described in Exhibits "A" 
and "3" which is a part of Park City West, Plat 1, as recorded 
in the office of the recorder cf Summit County, State of Utah, 
and is situated East of the East right-of-way line of Brook 
Avenue, Soutn of a line which is 2 90 feet North of the South 
boundary line of said Park City West, Plat No. 1, and West of 
State Road 224, sometimes referred to in the records of Summit 
County as State Road 248, and which contains six acres, more 
or less. If, in order to satisfy the legal rights, if any, of 
Richard Giauque, who owns or claims to own a tract of land 
situated Soutn of the tract beir.g conveyed to Joseph L. Krofcheck 
and English Inn Co., Inc., as aforesaid, it becomes necessary 
to provide a non-exclusive easer.ent running in a southerly 
direction from Park West Irive :: Mr. Giauque's property, 
Snyderville Land CV. shall Jo s.:. 
5. All cf the oarties wno have sianed said Stimulation 
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and properties referred to herein, the above-captioned actions 
shall, upon application of any party hereto supported by 
proof of execution and delivery, as aforesaid, be dismissed 
except as herein otherwise provided. 
DATED this IqC^day of January, 1986. 
IQ -
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The foregoing Judgment is approved as to form and 
content by the undersigned parties, individually and/or through 
counsel, this IQ day of January, 1986. 
' ROBERT F. ORTON 
MARSDEN, ORTON, CAHOON & LILJENQUIST 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
DON R. STRONG 
STRONG & MITCHELL 
Attorneys for Defendants, Snyder-
ville Land Co., J. L. Krofcheck, 
also known as Joseph L. Krofcheck, 
English Inn Co., Inc., Park City 
Utah Corporation, Major-Blakeney 
Corporation, Investor Associates 
Syndicate, William S. Richards, 
Karl C. Lesueur, Wayland P. Calkins, 
Barbara Calkins, City Development 
Corporation, Diana L. Lesueur, 
Z. J. Slagel, also known as Zella 
J. Slagel, Ray Winn, New York 
Investors, Inc., Michael Spuriock, 
Dorie Spuriock, Maria Krofcheck, 
City Development Company, Inc., 
Inn Investors, Title Insurance 
Agency, Reese Howell, Joe Cox, 
Jim Gaddis, Sam Wilson and Henry 
Winkler 
SNYDERVILLE LAND CO. 
BY 
/J./E. .-.3BERTS 
/ Geherai Partner 
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ALTER J. PLUMB, III 
Attorney for Defendants, Park 
West Associates, James C. Fogg, 
Walter J. Plumb, III, and Richard 
D. Frost 
_____ j ^p_ 
THEODORE BOYER, 
CLYDE & PRATT 
Attorneys for Defendant, American 
Savings & Loan Association 
E/. ROBERTS, also known as 
TACK E. ROBERTS 
PARK WEST LAND CO. 
ROBERTS 
G e n e r a l P a r t n e r 
HALBET PROPERTIES, INC. 
P/'Q 
BY \\( I r-t-frfM^W" 
SNYDERVILLE PROPERTIES, INC, 
BY 
T) 
, .! tZrtfJ&JJ^ «vJ 
ROBERTS'; P r e s i c e n t : 
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EXHIBIT 
PARCEL NO. 1; 
The West 100 feet of the North 1/2 of 
the Southwest quarter of the Northwest quarter 
of the Southeast quarter of Section 36, Town-
ship 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and .. 
Meridian. 
TOGETHER WITH, an easement for ijigress, 
egress and underground utilities as set forth 
in the second paragraph on page 5 of that 
certain Judgment on Stipulation recorded as 
Entry No. 113601, Book M-32, pages 269-276, 
on July 26, 1971. 
PARCEL NO. 2: 
Part of the Southwest quarter of Section 
31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, part of 
the Northwest quarter of Section 6, Township 2 
South, Range 4 East, part of the Northeast 
quarter of Section 1, Township 2 South, Range 
3 East of the Salt Lake Base and Meridian des-
cribed as follows: Beginning at the Southwest 
corner of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 
East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, Summit County, 
Utah, and running tnence North along Section line 
502.3 feet; thence East 850.00 feet; thence 
South 138.00 feet; thence West 482.80 feet; 
thence South 0° 17f 58" East 474.93 feet to the 
Southerly boundary of Seller's land; thence 
South 57° 30' Nest 32.8 feet; thence South Sl° 
40' West 299.5 feet; thence North 27° 28' West 
100.6 feet to the West line of the above mentioned 
Section; thence North 0° 30' East 82.4 feet to 
the point of beginning. 
TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO, easements of 
record or enforceable in law or equity. 
PARCEL NO. 3: 
The right c£ way and easement, including 
Parcel Number 1 and Parcel Number 2, contained 
and described in that certain Warranty Deed 
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PARCEL NO. 4: 
All of the real property, together with a 
perpetual 76 foot: easement and right of way, as 
contained and described in that certain Warranty 
Deed recorded as Entry No. 106902, in Book M15, 
at page 619, on April 8, 1968, at 9:13 A.M. 
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